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have refused to produce a budget, re-
fused to hold hearings on campaign fi-
nance reform, refused to schedule ac-
tion on kids’ health care, and refused
to schedule a vote on any of the Demo-
cratic education initiatives: how to get
kids to school and have working fami-
lies be able to afford that.

The Republican majority would like
to continue to do nothing. So be it. But
get out of the way so others can talk
about an agenda that helps working
families in this country.
f

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE WANT
LOWER TAXES AND LESS INTRU-
SION FROM WASHINGTON

(Mr. HERGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I have
discovered something very upsetting in
the information; upsetting, that is, to
the media and the elite who want to
run our lives. Mr. Speaker, it turns out
that the American people do want tax
relief. The latest USA Today CNN Gal-
lup poll shows that 70 percent of Amer-
icans want a tax cut in any budget
agreement this year. Seventy percent.
Furthermore, a majority, 52 percent,
say tax cuts and deficit reduction can
be accomplished at the same time.

Maybe the White House will find a
way to spin these facts to mean the op-
posite of what they say. Maybe they
think the American people are just
kidding. Maybe they think the Amer-
ican people did not actually mean to
elect a Republican Congress that ran
on a promise of tax cuts and tax re-
forms.

On the other hand, maybe they
should just accept the truth: The
American people support lower taxes,
smaller government, and less intrusion
from Washington.
f

URGING COSPONSORSHIP OF H.R.
14, THE CAPITAL GAINS TAX CUT
MEASURE

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am very
happy to inform the House that we now
have over 114 cosponsors on the most
important family tax cut measure that
we could possibly consider. What is
that family tax cut measure? It is the
bill, H.R. 14, to take the top rate on
capital gains from 28 percent to 14 per-
cent.

I call it the most important family
tax cut measure, Mr. Speaker, because
this will in fact, based on two studies
that have been conducted, increase the
take-home wages of the average Amer-
ican family by $1,500.

The argument we have heard in years
past is that a capital gains tax rate re-
duction is nothing but a tax cut for the
rich. Nothing could be further from the
truth. We need to bring this about. It

not only will increase take-home
wages, it will help us in our effort to
decrease the deficit and deal with our
national debt problem.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues if
they have not already joined in the co-
sponsorship of my measure, which in-
cludes my colleague, the gentlewoman
from Missouri, KAREN MCCARTHY, the
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. MORAN,
the gentleman from Florida, and sev-
eral other people who are involved in
this in a bipartisan way, I urge Mem-
bers to cosponsor it.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE
RULES ON WEDNESDAY, APRIL 9,
1997, OR THURSDAY, APRIL 10,
1997

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 107 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 107

Resolved, That it shall be in order at any
time on Wednesday, April 9, 1997, or on
Thursday, April 10, 1997, for the Speaker to
entertain motions that the House suspend
the rules. The Speaker or his designee shall
consult with the minority leader or his des-
ignee on the designation of any matter for
consideration pursuant to this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GUTKNECHT). The gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DREIER] is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my very good
friend, the gentlewoman from Fairport,
NY [Ms. SLAUGHTER] and pending that,
I yield myself such time as I may
consume. All time that I am yielding is
for debate purposes only.

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, this rule
makes in order at any time on Wednes-
day, April 9, 1997, or on Thursday, April
10, 1997, today and tomorrow, for the
Speaker to entertain motions that the
House suspend the rules. The rule fur-
ther requires the Speaker or his des-
ignee to consult with the minority
leader or his designee on the designa-
tion of any matter for consideration
pursuant to the rule.

Mr. Speaker, as my colleagues are
aware, clause 1 of House rule 27 allows
the Speaker to entertain motions to
suspend the rules on Mondays and
Tuesdays. The majority attempted to
work with the minority to reach a
unanimous-consent agreement to allow
suspensions today and tomorrow. How-
ever, there was, unfortunately, an ob-
jection to that request. Absent a unan-
imous-consent agreement, a rule is
necessary to allow suspensions on
these days.

Mr. Speaker, this is a totally non-
controversial rule. As many Members

on both sides of the aisle have said over
the 1-minute period this morning, they
want to see us begin moving ahead
with our work. We want to do that. We
want to take up these measures that
could be considered under suspension of
the rules.

Mr. Speaker, this rule itself is non-
controversial. It requires consultation
with the minority, so I hope very much
that we can move as expeditiously as
possible to pass this.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge my
colleagues to defeat this rule and the
previous question. The rule under con-
sideration serves no purpose, other
than to allow the majority to require
the Members of the body to return to
the floor of this House day after day,
all week long, to vote on measures
which are noncontroversial and
undeserving of an entire week’s debate,
particularly when so many more valu-
able and worthwhile bills languish un-
attended.

I can understand why the majority
needs this rule, because it is a fig leaf.
They are hoping if it passes they will
have coverage they need to conceal the
utter lack of any legislative agenda so
they can drag out the consideration of
a few minor bills and make this look
like a work week. This rule is down-
right disrespectful, not just to the time
of the honorable Members of the body,
but to the voters we represent and
their tax dollars.

It costs the taxpayers of this country
$288,000 to bring all of us back to Wash-
ington this week, and for what? In the
105th Congress, we have worked less
than 4 weeks’ work, that is about a
week a month, we are 4 months into
this session, and that, considering the
work week of the average American, is
pretty disrespectful to them.

I am only one Member of this body,
and a member of the minority at that,
but I have a better agenda myself than
the leadership of the House does. For
example, one of the top priorities of
the American people is campaign fi-
nance reform. Where is the leadership
on this issue? They do not have a bill,
but I do.

Last week the Federal Communica-
tions Commission voted out a rule that
gives the new digital spectrum licenses
available to broadcast stations. It has
been widely suggested by such leaders
as Senators MCCAIN and FEINGOLD,
journalists like Walter Cronkite and
David Broder, industry leaders like Ru-
pert Murdoch and Barry Diller, and
none other than President Clinton,
that in exchange for the new spectrum
rights the broadcasters should be re-
quired to provide free television time
to political candidates.

Coincidentally, I have a bill, the
Fairness in Political Advertising Act,
that would condition station licensing
on making available free broadcast
time for political advertising.
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